4/18/77 


Sear Wayne, 

In your 4/14 you guess correctly one of the areas of Kay’s error and Lane’s 
isisue of her. You will find more when you read the book. It 1 b now avilable in some areas. 

Lane did not have to take ypur word thatcKay was in error. If he had dona any work 
at all he would have known this. 

Let Holloman tell you how M ane obtained an interview with him. I have Sana’s 
account from a first-irate and totally defpendable reporter who was told by Lane. 

Lane is a lawyer, although X have no idea how good a lawyer. Prentice-Ball was on 
notice, from me, before they set type. The combination may have made them more careful 
about crossing the line. There may not be a Holloman action, if he wants to file one. I 
have some tapes of some of Lane’s appearances in which he went fartbur than in the book. 

What he really says, if not in these words, is that Holloman and the FBI killed 
long sa:t that it was part of a long-standing Hoover desire. 

If the Buodlli story is true how does it connect with what did happen? All those 
who were threats or uttered them could not have done the killing. 

You have the Anderson column accurately. And it" does come from the Sartor story. 

The committee and inderaon were quite irresponsible on this. I recall your telling me what 
Jensen told you. I did not recall the name Saxton Bryant, What you repeat about HcFerren’ 3 
( un )de pendability seems to be the case. The story is inherently incredible. All the stories. 

If you have a chance to check those archives again how about swing if they hold a 
record or records on the nearness of the ending of the strike at the tin® of the riot? 

Walters was the N.G. FBI clerk who claimed to have seen a weekend teletype on 
a threat or threats vs JFK before it happened.* 


Good lucg. 



